Abstract: -An industrial unit changes the socio-economic fabric of the vicinity. It gives some benefits to the area and posses certain problems. The thermal power plant named as Kalisindh Thermal Power Project constructed in State Rajasthan is no exception to this. For construction of this power project land of nearby villages viz Devri, Motipura, Nimoda, Singhania and Undal was acquired. Problems of school education in these villages have analyzed to know the difficulties faced by villagers for education of their children. A survey has been carried out on people living in these villages through a structured questionnaire to collect data. Convenience sampling is used for collection of data. Frequency, percentage, simple arithmetic mean and ANOVA are the statistical tools used for the analysis. With help of this study, it has been concluded that major problems faced by villagers regarding educational facilities are non availability of local teachers and their bad response, location of private school at distance; hence commuting is time consuming as well as hectic for children. Also distant private schools are expensive, so everyone can not afford them. This education remains a major social concern in the area.
INTRODUCTION
Education plays a very important role in our life. School education is basic for children and a necessary part of their life. It gives knowledge and develops better understanding towards life. Education influences our social life in so many ways. Without education life might be like an animal. Education is necessary to achieve goals successfully in life. Education also helps to build self confidence and motivate everyone leading an independent life. In school education teachers play a very important role to teach children basic education, role of courtesy and manners etc. Therefore, teachers should be dedicated to these goals. The Government Schools are not satisfactory. Private schools are expensive and located far away from villages. Everyone can not afford them. Peshkin (1978 Peshkin ( , 1982 showed how vital a school is to the survival of rural communities. He noted that schools serve as symbols of community autonomy, community vitality, community integration, personal control, personal and community tradition, and personal and community identity. PROBE Team (1999) stated that the extreme cases of teacher negligence were less devastating than the quiet inertia of the majority of teachers. In half of the sample schools, there was no teaching activity at the time of the investigators' visit. Inactive teachers were found engaged in a variety of pastimes such as sipping tea, reading comics, or eating peanuts, when they were not just sitting idle. Kalisindh thermal power plant constructed in state Rajasthan. It is located near village Undal approximately 15 km far from District Jhalawar. Construction of Kalisindh Thermal Power Plant was started in Oct 2009. For constructing this thermal power plant, land was acquired in the year 2008. During land acquisition, land of five villages i.e. Devri, Motipura, Nimoda, Singhania and Undal was also acquired, for which compensation was paid to villagers. A research on the socio-economic impact of Kalisindh thermal power project has been carrying out. As a part of this research problem in school education in these villages has been analysed. This paper presents the findings. Kingdon and Muzammil (2003) , estimated that average teacher salary rates rose by a remarkably high rate of 5 per cent per annum in real terms in the 22-year period between 1974 and 1996. Kingdon et. al. (2004) noted that while attendance rates themselves are not a guarantee of grade completion or of achieving minimum levels of learning, these are nevertheless highly encouraging trends. Hanushek (2005) , summarised that a large body of evidence suggests that workers' productivity and earnings depend not only on years of education acquired but also on what is learnt at school. Kremer et. al (2005) , surveyed and found that absence of teacher in rural India in 2003 made three unannounced visits to each one of 3700 schools in 20 major states of India. They found that, on average, 25 percent of teachers in government primary schools were absent from school on a given day. Secondly, and more disturbingly, even among teachers who were present, only about half were found engaged in teaching. Mehta (2005) found that in seven districts of Punjab, there were 3,058 private elementary (primary plus junior) schools, of which 86 per cent were unrecognized. Hanushek and Zhang (2006) confirmed significant economic returns to literacy for 13 countries on which literacy data were available. This evidence underlines the importance of ensuring that what schools do leads to learning achievement. Muralidharan and Kremer (2006) found in their national survey of 20 states, 51% of all private rural primary schools were unrecognized. National data on learning achievement levels in ASER2005 (Pratham, 2006) found that private school students of grades 2 to 5 were 37.4% more likely than government school students to be able to read a text of grade 2 standard. They were also 50% more likely to be able to solve a 23 division problem (3 digits divided by 1 digit). Kingdon (2007) , examined in his paper schooling access in terms of enrolment and school attendance rates, and schooling quality in terms of literacy rates, learning achievement levels, school resources, and teacher inputs. She also investigated the role of private schooling in India, examined the extent of growth of private schooling, surveyed evidence on the relative effectiveness and unit costs of private and public schools and discussed some major public education initiatives. The ASER survey (Pratham, 2007) shows that among the major Indian states, in Punjab, Haryana, and Kerala, the percentage of children attending private school increased by more than 10 percentage points between 2005 and 2006. The above citations stand testimony to the fact that school education has serious problem.
III. OBJECTIVE
This study is devoted to single objective of analysis of problems in school education for children in villages in the context of their response to KaTPP.
IV. RATIONALE
Kalisindh Thermal Power Project is constructed near village Undal, Rajasthan. Few more villages are also situated in neighbouring area of this Thermal Power Project. No study has earlier been carried out to find out problems in school education facilities available for children living in these villages. This research is to analyze problems faced by villagers living in nearby villages to the Kalisindh Thermal Power Project for education facilities available for their children. The researcher has gone through exhaustive amount of literature available related to this field of study. Very little research in this field is carried out till now. This study is an endeavour to plug this gap.
V. HYPOTHESIS
Following Hypothesis has been framed and tested in the study:-H 01 : "There is no significant difference among the villagers with respect to non availability of educational facilities for their children". H 02 : "There is no significant difference among the villagers with respect to non availability of school in nearby vicinity". H 03 : "There is no significant difference among the villagers with respect to non availability of local teachers". H 04 : "There is no significant difference among the villagers with respect to non availability of books in nearby vicinity". H 05 : "There is no significant difference among the villagers with respect to non availability of private school in nearby vicinity". H 06 : "There is no significant difference among the villagers with respect to non availability of affordable private school". H 07 : "There is no significant difference among the villagers with respect to non availability of convenient mode of transportation for distance private school becomes hectic for children". H 08 : "There is no significant difference among the villagers with respect to long travelling time for distance private school". H 09 : "There is no significant difference among the villagers with respect to lack of teachers' good response".
VI. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
The type of research used here is descriptive in nature. A survey of villagers living in five villages i.e. Devri, Motipura, Nimoda, Singhania and Undal have been carried out by filling a structured questionnaire form. Convenience sampling method was used for selection of villagers. As there is not much difference among the people of villages the Convenience sampling for this particular study is appropriate. Reliability analysis was done to identify internal consistency of the variables. Table -1 shows Cronbach's alpha value of the scale was found to be greater than 0.7. This shows adequate internal consistency. Frequency, percentage, simple arithmetic mean and ANOVA are the statistical tools used for the analysis.
VII. DATA ANALYSIS AND FINDINGS
As the result of Data Analysis following findings have emerged:- Table -2 shows that many respondents are satisfied with education facilities available near to their villages but few respondents are not satisfied with available education facilities. It infers that they expect better education facilities for their children. Table -3 shows problems faced by villagers with education facilities due to non availability of local teachers and their bad response, location of private school at distance; hence travelling is time consuming as well as hectic for children. Also distant private schools are expensive, so everyone can not afford them. It infers that if teachers are coming from far away for teaching in village, they might be already tired due to journey performed by them. Hence they cannot teach students with full energy and concentration.
VIII. INTERPRETATION OF ANOVA
The ANOVA table is interpreted as below:-8.1. Non Availability of educational facilities Table -4 shows that f value of interaction between the villages and Non Availability of educational facilities is 2.229 with degree of freedom 4, which is not significant. It means that there is no significant difference in the villagers with respect to Non Availability of educational facilities for their children. In the light of this the null hypothesis namely "There is no significant difference among the villagers with respect to Non Availability of educational facilities for their children" is not rejected. Table -4 shows that f value of interaction between the villages and problems/issues i.e. non availability of school in nearby vicinity is negligible, hence insignificant. It means that there is no significant difference in the villagers with respect to non availability of school in nearby vicinity. In the light of this the null hypothesis namely "There is no significant difference among the villagers with respect to non availability of school in nearby vicinity" is not rejected. Table -4 shows that f value of interaction between the villages and having non availability of local teachers is 5.575 with degree of freedom 4, which is significant at the 0.01 level. It means that there is significant difference in the villagers with respect to non availability of local teachers. In the light of this the null hypothesis namely "There is no significant difference among the villagers with respect to non availability of local teachers" is rejected.
Non Availability of school in nearby vicinity

Non Availability of local teachers
Further observations from table -5 are as follows: i)
Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Devri and Singhania at 0.05 level. Mean score of village Singhania is higher than that of Devri, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Devri agreed about non availability of local teachers. ii)
Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Motipura and Singhania at 0.01 level. Mean score of village Singhania is higher than that of Motipura, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Motipura agreed about non availability of local teachers. iii)
Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Nimoda and Singhania at 0.01 level. Mean score of village Singhania is higher than that of Nimoda, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Nimoda agreed about non availability of local teachers. iv)
Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Singhania and Undal at 0.05 level. Mean score of village Singhania is higher than that of Undal, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Undal agreed about non availability of local teachers. Table -4 shows that f value of interaction between the villages and non availability of books in nearby vicinity is 4.375 with degree of freedom 4, which is significant at the 0.05 level. It means that there is significant difference in the villagers with respect to non availability of books in nearby vicinity. In the light of this the null hypothesis namely "There is no significant difference among the villagers with respect to non availability of books in nearby vicinity" is rejected.
Non availability of books in nearby vicinity
Further observations from table -5 are as follows: i) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Devri and Motipura at 0.01 level. Mean score of village Devri is higher than that of Motipura, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Motipura agreed about non availability of books in nearby vicinity. ii) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Devri and Nimodaa at 0.01 level. Mean score of village Devri is higher than that of Nimoda, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Nimoda agreed about non availability of books in nearby vicinity. iii) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Devri and Singhania at 0.01 level. Mean score of village Devri is higher than that of Singhania, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Singhania agreed about non availability of books in nearby vicinity. iv) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Motipura and Undal at 0.05 level. Mean score of village Undal is higher than that of Motipura, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Motipura agreed about non availability of books in nearby vicinity. v) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Nimoda and Undal at 0.05 level. Mean score of village Undal is higher than that of Nimoda, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Nimoda agreed about non availability of books in nearby vicinity. 8.5. Non Availability of private school in nearby vicinity Table -4 shows that f value of interaction between the villages and non availability of private school in nearby vicinity is 6.633 with degree of freedom 4, which is significant at the 0.01 level. It means that there is significant difference in the villagers with respect to non availability of private school in nearby vicinity". In the light of this the null hypothesis namely "There is no significant difference among the villagers with respect to non availability of private school in nearby vicinity" is rejected.
Further observations from table -5 are as follows: i) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Devri and Motipura at 0.01 level. Mean score of village Devri is higher than that of Motipura, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Motipura agreed about non availability of private school in nearby vicinity. ii) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Devri and Nimoda at 0.01 level. Mean score of village Devri is higher than that of Nimoda, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Nimoda agreed about non availability of private school in nearby vicinity. iii) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Devri and Singhania at 0.01 level. Mean score of village Devri is higher than that of Singhania, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Singhania are agreed about non availability of private school in nearby vicinity. iv) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Devri and Undal at 0.01 level. Mean score of village Devri is higher than that of Undal, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Undal agreed about non availability of private school in nearby vicinity. 8.6. Non Availability of Affordable private school Table -4 shows that f value of interaction between the villages and non availability of affordable private school is 3.091 with degree of freedom 4, which is significant at the 0.05 level. It means that there is significant difference in the villagers with respect to non availability of affordable private school. In the light of this the null hypothesis namely "There is no significant difference among the villagers with respect to non availability of affordable private school" is rejected. Further observations from table -5 are as follows: i) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Devri and Motipura at the 0.05 level. Mean score of village Devri is higher than that of Motipura, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Motipura agreed about non availability of affordable private school. ii) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Motipura and Singhania at the 0.01 level.
Mean score of village Singhania is higher than that of Motipura, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Motipura agreed about non availability of affordable private school. iii) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Motipura and Undal at the 0.05 level. Mean score of village Undal is higher than that of Motipura, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Motipura agreed about non availability of affordable private school. iv) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Nimoda and Singhania at the 0.01 level.
Mean score of village Singhania is higher than that of Nimoda, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Nimoda agreed about non availability of affordable private school. v) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Nimoda and Undal at the 0.05 level. Table -4 shows that f value of interaction between the villages and non availability of convenient mode of transportation for distance private school is 6.437 with degree of freedom 4, which is significant at the 0.01 level. It means that there is significant difference in the villagers with respect to non availability of convenient mode of transportation for distance private school. In the light of this the null hypothesis namely "There is no significant difference among the villagers with respect to non availability of convenient mode of transportation for distance private school" is rejected.
Further observations from table -5 are as follows: i) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Devri and Singhania at the 0.01 level. Mean score of village Singhania is higher than that of Devri, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Devri agreed about non availability of convenient mode of transportation for distance private school becomes hectic for children. ii) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Motipura and Singhania at the 0.01 level.
Mean score of village Singhania is higher than that of Motipura, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Motipura agreed about non availability of convenient mode of transportation for distance private school becomes hectic for children. iii) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Nimoda and Singhania at the 0.01 level.
Mean score of village Singhania is higher than that of Nimoda, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Nimoda agreed about non availability of convenient mode of transportation for distance private school becomes hectic for children. iv) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Singhania and Undal at the 0.01 level. Mean score of village Singhania is higher than that of Undal, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Undal agreed about non availability of convenient mode of transportation for distance private school becomes hectic for children. Table -4 shows that f value of interaction between the villages and long travelling time for distance private school is 4.939 with degree of freedom 4, which is significant at the 0.01 level. It means that there is significant difference in the villagers with respect to long travelling time for distance private school. In the light of this the null hypothesis namely "There is no significant difference among the villagers with respect to long travelling time for distance private school" is rejected. Further observations from table -5 are as follows: i) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Devri and Undal at the 0.01 level. Mean score of village Undal is higher than that of Devri, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Devri agreed about long travelling time for distance private school. ii) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Motipura and Undal at the 0.01 level.
Long Travelling Time for Distance Private School
Mean score of village Undal is higher than that of Motipura, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Motipura agreed about long travelling time for distance private school. iii) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Nimoda and Undal at the 0.01 level. Mean score of village Undal is higher than that of Nimoda, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Nimoda agreed about long travelling time for distance private school. iv) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Singhania and Undal at the 0.01 level.
Mean score of village Undal is higher than that of Singhania, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Singhania agreed about long travelling time for distance private school. 8.9. Lack of teachers' good response Table -4 shows that f value of interaction between the villages and lack of teachers' good response is 3.229 with degree of freedom 4, which is significant at the 0.01 level. It means that there is significant difference in the villagers with respect to lack of teachers' good response. In the light of this the null hypothesis namely "There is no significant difference among the villagers with respect to lack of teachers' good response" is rejected.
Further observations from table -5 are as follows: i) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Motipura and Singhania at the 0.01 level. Mean score of village Singhania is higher than that of Motipura, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Motipura agreed about lack of teachers' good response. ii) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Motipura and Undal at the 0.05 level.
Mean score of village Undal is higher than that of Motipura, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Motipura agreed about lack of teachers' good response. iii) Significant difference is found between the villagers of village Nimoda and Singhania at the 0.01 level.
Mean score of village Singhania is higher than that of Nimoda, so it can be concluded that more villagers in village Nimoda agreed about lack of teachers' good response. 
School Education In Villages Near Kalisindh Thermal Power Project
IX. CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTIONS
A thermal power plant was constructed in state Rajasthan. It is located near village Undal approximately 15 km far from District Jhalawar. For construction of this thermal power plant Rajasthan Rajya Vidyut Utpadan Nigam Limited acquired land of five villages i.e. Devri, Motipura, Nimoda, Singhania and Undal. A survey has been carried out for analyzing problems in school education for children in these villages. Villagers are facing problems with education facilities such as non availability of local teachers and lack of teachers' good response, location of private school at distance; hence travelling is time consuming as well as hectic for children. Also distant private schools are expensive, so everyone can not afford them. Government shall propose an incentive schemes to motivate teachers for improving their dedication and response towards children. Private schools have opportunity to open branches of their school in vicinity of these villages so that villagers of these villages can take benefit of these schools for education of their children. Schools shall arrange training and motivation programs for teachers of local areas to educate children; they can devote more time with children.
X. LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY
The study has following major limitations:- The study is limited to the villagers living in villages located near to the Kalisindh Thermal Power Plant only; therefore findings may not be valid for other areas.  Non probabilistic Convenience sampling has been used for collecting primary data from villagers for the study and it has its own limitations.  Results cannot be generalized. 
XI.
